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Anatomy, like many other branches of medical science, is
in danger, according to the author, "of being submerged by
its own terminology. Over 50,000 names have been given to
some 5,000 structures." The purpose of this volume is to
Present the B NA (Basle Nomina Anatomica) with a view
to having the 5,000 names of this nomenclature made official
for the structures mentioned and to discard the remaining45,000 synonyms. The book is divided into three sections.
First is a general discussion of anatomic names, in which
these names are classified according to the various systems
of the body. This section includes a part on explanation of
the nomenclature. The second section consists of a series of
biographic sketches by Roy L. Moodie. It occupies approxi-
mately 175 pages and is of great interest and value. The
biographic sketches are short, yet complete. Following each
is the title of the particular anatomic work for which the
author is particularly noted, and each sketch includes also
a list of the anatomic structures with which the name of the
ai'thor is connected. The third part of the book is an index
°f.synonyms. It includes the 50,000 terms arranged in alpha-betical order and thoroughly cross indexed. Certainly no
anatomic laboratory or department is complete without this
book.

The Essentials of Chemical Physiology for the Use of Students.By W. D. Halliburton, M.D., LL.D., F.R.S., Professor of Physiologyin King's College, London. Ninth Edition. Cloth. Price, $1.75. Pp.
324, with 72 illustrations. New York: Longmans, Green

&

Co., 1916.
The ninth edition of a student's textbook ordinarily calls

for only a formal notice. This work has now reached nearly
a quarter of a century of useful life. Published in 1893, its
first edition contained much less practical work than the
present edition and yet it was at that time considered to
present the maximum of the needs of a student of physiology
for the highest degree in physiology or in medicine in the
United Kingdom. Notwithstanding the present greatly
expanded scope of the work, it now contains the minimum
of what is considered essential for an ordinary degree. It
may, therefore, be said to be an index of the progress of
medical education in the English speaking countries duringthe last quarter of a century. It is interesting to comparethe early and late editions in another respect, for it is remark-
able what a large amount of the new and important methods
have originated on this side of the Atlantic. As comparedwith its immediate predecessor, this edition is princpally
notable for the introduction of the ureasc method for estitnat-
 ng urea, and the Lewis-Benedict method for determining the
sUgar in blood. Other less important additions are the nin-
hydrin reaction, and the volumetric process for estimating
sulphates.

Incompatibilities in Prescriptions. For Students in Pharmacyand Medicine and Practicing Pharmacists and Physicians. By EdselA. Ruddiman, Ph.M., M.D., Professor of Pharmacy and MateriaMedica, Department of Pharmacy, Vanderbilt University. Fourth Edi-tion. Cloth. Price, $2 net. Pp. 317. New York: John Wiley &Sons, 1917.
The drugs are arranged alphabetically, and the principal

incompatibilities of each arc indicated. Four hundred and
fifty prescriptions are given, which contain examples of the
principal incompatibilities likely to be encountered. In most
cases explanations of these arc given on separate pages,although in some cases these have been omitted, the student
being expected to recognize the incompatibility. Physicianswho prescribe complex mixtures will be able to guard againstincompatibilities by reference to this book. The general use
of proprietary rather than scientific names for chemical sub-
stances is not for the best interest of scientific medicine in a
book of this character.

Medicolegal
Presumption of Negligence from Burning of Patient

(Meyer el fix. vs. McNutt Hospital (Calif.), 159 Pac. R. 436)
The Supreme Court of California affirms a judgment for

$750 damages in favor of the plaintiffs, husband and wife,
for injuries caused, as alleged, by the carelessness of the
defendant's employees in allowing Mrs. Meyer to be badly
burned on the legs by a hot water bottle while she was
unconscious from the effects of an anesthetic administered to
her before a surgical operation was performed, although there
was no direct evidence as to just when or how the injuries
were caused. The court says that Mrs. Meyer testified that
there were no burns or injuries of any sort on her legs when
she entered the hospital, or up to the lime when she lost
consciousness. When she regained her senses she suffered
pain and complained to her nurse, who found blisters on the
patient's legs. The injuries were treated as burns usually
are and yielded to the treatment. The surgeon who per-
formed the operation testified that she was not burned while
in his presence, and the nurse who bad charge of Mrs. Meyer
before and after the operation said, in her direct testimony,
thai she put no hot water bag or anything of the sort in Mrs.
Meyer's bed. Hut, while there was no direct testimony to the
effect that any servant of the defendant hospital bad applied
hot water bags or any other instrumentality to produce the
injuries on Mrs..Meyer, the court thinks the jury was justified
in determining from all of the circumstances that the burns
were inflicted while the patient was unconscious and under
the exclusive care of the defendant's nurses. The nature of
the injuries themselves tended strongly to support this con-
clusion. Areas of 24 inches on one leg and 15 on the other
were affected, and. it seems hardly possible that one could
be so burned while conscious without realizing it. Negligence
like almost any other fact may be established by circum-
stantial evidence. It was clearly competent for the plaintiffs
to prove, by the cross-examination of the surgeon, that, in
spite of the lack of necessity for hot applications, they were,
as matter of fact, generally used ; also, to cross-examine the
nurse on the custom of the hospital with reference to warm-
ing beds. The doctrine of res ip sa loquitur (the matter speaks
for itself) was properly applied to the facts of this case.
The patient was unconscious. Under its contract with her
the defendant corporation owed her a duty of protection which
was violated by the use of an instrumentality which produced
the painful results which were made manifest when she came
out from under the influence of the anesthetic, Proof of the
accident carried with il the presumption of negligence. And
this is the rule whether the liability is ascribed lo the care-
lessness of experienced nurses or to the defendant's negli-
gence in selecting nurses who were not competent,

Competency of Trained Nurse to Testify that
Treatment Was Proper

(Uarsi vs. Simpson (Calif.), 161 Pac. R. 127)
The District Court of Appeal of California, First District,

in affirming an order denying the plaintiff's motion for a
new trial after a verdict was rendered in favor of the defen-
dant, says that the sole claim of negligence against the
defendant was that, having been employed to reduce a frac-
ture of the plaintiff's left arm between the wrist and the
elbow, be did not bring the ends of the fractured bones into
posit ion. A trained nurse, who was at the time the superin-tendent of the operating room of a large hospital, witnessed
the performance of the operation on the plaintiff by the defen-
dant, and testified that from her experience as a trained
nurse she would say that the defendant's treatment of the
injured arm was proper and not subject in any respect to
adverse criticism. This court thinks that the question of
whether or not the witness was qualified to testify as an
expert was a matter within the sound discretion of the trial
court ; and, there being no showing of a clear abuse of that
discretion, the ruling of the trial court will not be disturbed.
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